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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 January 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-21 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Claims 

1 . Applicant's election of Group I (claims 1-7 and 14-21) with traverse in the reply filed 
on January 14, 2008 is acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and 
specifically point out the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has 
been treated as an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). Thus, the restriction 
is final. Claims 1-21 are pending. The elected claims 1-7 and 14-21 are examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6 and 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Graff etal., US 2003/0217018 A1 in view of Vadlamani, US 2002/0161676 A1, and 
in further view of the applicant admitted prior art. 

As to claim 1 , Graff teaches a method of allowing a carrier to provide shipping 
services to a user via one or more Internet associated with said carrier, wherein said 
user does not have access to the Internet, said method comprising (If 1 , 14, 26): 

• providing said user with a network terminal that is configured to access the 
Internet via a link between said network terminal and an internet service 
provider (If 14, 16, 26 and Fig. 1 ; "network terminal" corresponds to the order 
station 120 in Groff's teaching). 
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Groff does not specifically teach establishing a billing relationship with said 
internet service provider such that said internet service provider monitors said Internet 
access by said network terminal and charges said carrier for said access. However, 
this matter is taught by Vadlamani as internet service provider (ISP) monitors usage of 
the Internet and bills the internet subscriber based on the usage of the Internet 4). 
Furthermore, Groff does not explicitly teach the Internet provides to the user Internet 
websites . However, Vadlamani teaches this matter flj 7). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow Graffs 
teaching to include the feature of ISP monitors usage of the Internet and bills the 
internet subscriber based on the usage of the Internet, and further include the feature of 
providing websites to the user as taught by Vadlamani for allowing the ISP better 
collecting fees from the users and as well as for providing better service to the user. 

Groff modified by Vadlamani does not specifically teach restricting said access of 
said network terminal to said one or more Internet websites associated with said carrier. 
However, the applicant admitted that it is well known in the art to restrict the user to 
access certain websites (see H 7 of the applicant's specification). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the 
teachings of Groff modified by Vadlamani to include the feature of restricting users to 
access certain websites so that the internet subscribers have better control over the 
users for preventing them to access certain websites. 

As to claim 2, Groff teaches said communication link is by wireless transmission 

(II 26). 
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As to claim 3, Groff modified by Vadlamani and the applicant admitted prior art 
teaches the step of restricting access is performed by said network terminal (see H 7 of 
the applicant's specification and also see claim 1 above). 

As to claim 4, Groff modified by Vadlamani and the applicant admitted prior art 
teaches the step of restricting access is performed by said internet service provider (see 
U 7 of the applicant's specification and also see claim 1 above). 

As to claim 6, Groff modified by Vadlamani and the applicant admitted prior art 
further teaches said monitoring of said Internet access comprises monitoring duration of 
access of said network terminal to said one or more Internet websites flj 40-43). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to allow the teachings of Groff modified by Vadlamani and the applicant admitted 
prior art to include the feature of monitoring duration of access of said network terminal 
to Internet websites as taught by Vadlamani for allowing the ISP better collecting fees 
from the users. 

As to claim 15, Groff teaches providing said shipper with access to a shipping 
tool on said carrier website that generates a shipping label and delivers said shipping 
label to a browser associated with said terminal (Fig. 4 and also see claim 1 above). 

Claims 14 and 16-19 are in parallel with claims 1-4 and 6; thus, they are rejected 
for the same rationales. 

4. Claims 5, 7 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Groff etal., US 2003/0217018 A1 in view of Vadlamani, US 2002/0161676 A1 and 
the applicant admitted prior art, and in further view of Official Notice. 
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As to claims 5, 7 and 20-21 , Groff modified by Vadlamani and the applicant 
admitted prior art teaches monitoring quantity usage of internet service (Vadlamani: If 4, 
42). The combined teaching does not specifically teach quantity usage is measured by 
quantity of hits to the one or more Internet websites, or by quantity of data transferred 
between said network terminal and said one or more Internet websites. The examiner 
takes Official Notice that it is well known in the art that the quantity usages can be 
measured by the quantity hits of a website or by quantity of data transferred. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to allow the quantity usage in the teachings of Groff modified by Vadlamani and 
the applicant admitted prior art to be measured by the quantity hits of a website or by 
quantity of data transferred so that the ISP can better collecting fees from the users 
based on the quantity usage. 

Inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary Cheung whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
6705. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 10:00 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached on (571) 272-6712. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceedings 
is assigned are as follows: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (Official Communications; including After Final 
Communications labeled "BOX AF") 

(571 ) 273-6705 (Draft Communications) 



/Mary Cheung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3694 
February 16, 2008 



